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losses of territory and power by helping to preserve some residue of
Ottoman political influence over former Muslim subjects of the Porte
who had now passed under non-Muslim rule, and to extend this in-
fluence over other Muslims, likewise living under non-Muslim rule,
who had never at any time been subjects of the Ottoman Empire, even
at its widest extent.

We can see, again, that the regime of the Kassite barbarian kings and
their indigenous successors, in a Babylonia that was coextensive with an
antecedent Sumeric Civilization's cradle in the Land of Shinar, ran
much truer to the type of the Empire of Sumer and Akkad, which had
been the Sumeric Civilization's universal state, than did the regime of
a Hittite barbarian Empire of Khatti on an Anatolian Plateau that had
been only on the fringe of the Sumeric World even at the Empire of
Sumer and Akkad's apogee.

While our 'law' has thus stood the test of an empirical survey so far,
there is at least one case in which the 'law' seems to break down. In
the history of a Hindu Society whose cradle was as nearly coincident
with an antecedent Indie Civilization's as the Far Eastern Society's
cradle was with an antecedent Sinic Civilization's, we should expect to
find some avatar of the Mauryan Empire comparable in effectiveness to
the Sui and T'ang avatar of the Ts'in and Han Empire; but an inspec-
tion of Hindu history reveals no political renaissance of the kind.1

As for the histories of the sister societies affiliated to the Minoan
Civilization, we should expect an Hellenic World whose cradle partially
coincided with the Minoan World's to be the scene of an avatar of 'the
thalassocracy of Minos' to which we should find no such effective
counterpart in a Syriac World whose cradle lay completely outside the
bounds of the Minoan World, even at its widest extent, save for the
Minoan settlement at Ugarit on Ras ash-Shamrah. Actually we do find
something that might be taken for a Syriac avatar of 'the thalassocracy
of Minos' in the maritime predominance of the Phoenicians in the
Mediterranean in the archaic age of Syriac and Hellenic history, while,
on the other hand, no such avatar is to be found in Hellenic history.
The thalassocracy in the Aegean Basin that was established by Athens
in the fifth century B.C. shows no trace of having been the ghost of a dead
Minoan universal state. This abortive Athenian first attempt at the
creation of an Hellenic universal state shows all the signs of having been
an original response to a contemporary challenge.2

On this showing, we must conclude that the 'law* which we have been
examining in this Annex holds good in a majority of the cases in point,
but is by no means universally valid.

1 This non-conformity of Hindu history to our tentative *law' would be offset by the
conformity of Sinic history, if the Sinic Society should prove to have been affiliated to
a predecessor in the shape of the Shang Culture; for the cradle of the Chdu barbarians,
whose overthrow of the Shang Power gave the Sinic Civilization its opportunity for
coming to birth, lay in 'the Country within the Passes' in the Middle Basin of the Yellow
River (see VI. vii. 170), not within the homeland of the Shang Culture in the Lower
Basin of the Yellow River, and we have noticed (on p. 682, above) that the Ch<5u Empire
wears the appearance of being, like the Khatti Empire and 'the Holy Roman Empire',
an attempt, though & clumsy one, to resuscitate the universal state of a defunct ante-
cedent civilization.                                          z See IX. viii. 435-6 and 522-5.